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Applicant has carefully reviewed the Office Action dated March 23, 2006, Applicaht has 
amended Claims 1, 2, 3, 5 and 7 to more dearly point but the present inventive concept* 
Reconsid^icHi and favorable action is respectfiiUy requested. 

Claims 1-7 are pending. 

Regarding the S 102 RetectlQii 

Claims 1 and 5 were rejected under 35 U»S.C. § 102(b) for being anticipated by Fti^imori 
etai (U.S. Published Application No. 2001/0008437). 

Applicant has taken a close look at Fujimori, which teaches a liquid crystal display 
device. In Figure 1 A, the light diffusion layer 30 is "formed on substantially the entire surface of 
the counter substrate lOOB.*' See Fujimori^ paragraph 59. As such> Fujimori only teaches 
providing a light diffusion layer that is in both flie transmissive region and reflection region of 
each pixel. Furthermore, Fujimori^ in Figure IB, teaches placing a light division layer 30' in 
the reflection region but not in the transmission region of each pixel Fujimori does not teacli or 
anticipate a transflective liquid crystal display device that has a transmissive region and a 
reflective region in each pixel and is constructed of a first and second substrate that face e^ch 
other wherein the ^Tirst substrate comprises a reflecting member arranged in a first region o^er 
than the transmissive region, and said second substrate comprises a scattering member armn^d 
only in at least part of the transmissive region/* 

Claim I, as amended, recites, arnong other things, that its "first substrate comprises a 
reflecting mraiber arranged in a first region oAer Uian the transmissive region, and said second 
substrate comprises a scattering member arranged only in at least part of the transmissive 
region." Since Fujimori does not teach or anticipate every element of Claim 1, Apji>licant 
respectfully requests that the § 102 rejection be withdrawn and submits that Claim 1 is reau^ for 



allowance. 



AMENDMENT AMD RESPONSE 

SN: 10/510^89 

Atty. Dkt. No. JP02 0010 US 



4 



PELT-27,779 



PA6E8f11'RafDAT7l2«20065:S2:25PM[EasternDa^^^^^ ' DURATION (inin-ss):04-20 



SENT BY- HOWISON, & ARNO; 



972 479 0464 



; JUL-28.0e 4:03PM; 



PAGE 9/H 



Docket No.: JP02 0010 US PATENT 
PELT-27,779 

Claim 5 recites a method of providing a transflective liquid crystal device, Cldm 5 has 
been amended such that it recites» "arranging a scattering member in at least part of the 
transmissive region of said second substrate, but not in said first region." Claim 5 identifKes the 
"first region" as a region that is o&er than the transmissive region. Again, Applicant respectfully 
points out that Ftgimori does not teach or anticipate arranging a scattering member "in at least 
part of the transmissive region of said second substrate, but not in said first region** and therefore 
submits that Fujimori does not teach every element of Claim 5. As such» Applicant respebtiyity 
requests that the § 102 rejection be wididrawn and submits that Claim 5 is ready for allowance: 

Claims 1 and 5 were rejected under 35 U,S,C- § 102(b) for being anticipated by Narutaki 
etal (U.S. Patent No. 6^15,538). 

Naruia/ciy like Fujimori, teaches a scattering plate (on the surface of the polariadng plate 6 
Aat faces the color filter substiafe 2, see Colmim 33, lines 12-17 and Fig. 21) that covers both 
the reflective and transmissive regions of the substrate. Narutaki does not teach or anticipate a 
second substrate that ''comprises a scattering member ammged mily on at least part of &e 
transmissive.region.*' Furtheimore^ Narutaki does not teach or anticipate "arranging a scattering 
member in at least part of the transmission region of said second substrate, but not in said first 
region." As such, applicant respectfiilly submits, in similar fashion as discussed above with 
respect to Fujimori^ that Narutaki does not teach or anticipate independent Claims 1 and 3 a&d 
respectfully requests that the § 1 02 rejection be withdrawn. Applicant respectfiilly submits that 
Claims 1 and 5 are ready for allowance. 

Regardtay the 6 103 Re^ectioti 

Claims 3, 4 and 7 were rejected under 35 U-S.C- § 103(a) for being rendered obvious by 
Fujimori et al in view of Sekiguchi (U.S. Publication 2002/0145688). 

Applicant respectfully submits that although Sekiguchi may teach the use of a color filter 
having a scattering affect, Sekiguchi does not alleviate the deficiencies in the teaching of 
Fujimori. In particular, neither cited reference teaches, alludes to, or renders obvious sq>arating 
the color filter wherein a first color filter has a scattering affect and is arranged in the 
transmissive region and a second color filter is arranged in a second region corresponding to said 
reflective region." Both Fujimori and Sekiguchi only teach a color filter or a color filter diat has 
a scattering efifect that would substantially cover holh the transmissive and the reflective r^ons. 
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Applicant points out that ifaere may be some cohfiision with rp$pect to the word 
'"conesponding" in the originany filed specification. Coiresponding may mean that tH^ two 
regions may correspond light to each other* It is also understood that cmtesponding n^ans to 
suit or to match with an item. Thus, in Claim 3, the Applicant submits that the ^'second region" 
corresponds to or is the reflective region. 

Reganling Claim 3, Claim 3 recites, among other things* that the ^'second substrate 
comprises a first color filter having a scattering affect arrai^d in the transmissivc region and a 
second color filter arranged in. a second region' corrcs^nding to said reflective rej^icm.^' 
Applicant respectfully submits that neither Fujimori or Sekiguchi teaches, alludes to» or ritmders 
obvious providing a first color filter having a scattering effect in the transmissive region and a 
second color filter arranged in a reflective region of a transflective liquid crystal display's pixcL 
As such. Applicant respectfully requests that the § 103 re|ecfion be withdrawn and submits that 
Claim 3 is ready for allowance. 

Claim 4, being dependent on claim 3, is not anticipated for at least the same reasoiis as 
stated above with respect to Claim 3. Furthermore, Claim 4 recites that the first color filter has a 
color different fi-om that of said second color filter Applicant respectfully submits 4iat the tise 
of dual color filters in the same pixel when one color, of filter is used in the transmission region 
and another color of filter Is used in the reflective region is not taught, alluded to, or rendered 
obvious by the cited art. Applicant respectfully request that the § 103 rejection be withdrawn 
and submits that Claim 4 is ready for allo wance. 

Claim 7 has been amended to make it clear that die step of arranging recites a fir^ color 
filter having a scattering effect only in at least part of the transmissive region of the second 
substrate. As discussed above with respect to Claiin 3, Fujimori in view of Sekiguchi does not 
teach or render obvious providing such a filter having a scattering effect only in "at least part of 
the transmissive region." As such, AppHdant respectfully requests diat die § 103 rejection be 
withdrawn and submits that Claim 7 is ready for allowance. 
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Claims 3, 4 and 7 were tejected under 35 U.S.C § t63(a) as being rendered obvious by 
Nanuald in view of SeMguchL Again, Applicant respectfelly jjoints out that ndther of tbijisc 
cited references^ teach, allude to or render obvious either, individually or in combinatioii a 
transflective liquid crystal display device or nsetliod of providing a transflective liquid display 
device as recited in Claims 3, 4 and 7 and as discussed above. Applicant respectfully reque^ 
that the § 103 rejection be withdrawn because none of tiie art teaches, alludes to or renders 
obvious a transflective liquid crystal display device wherein a color filt^ having a scaltidriin^ 
effect is provided only in at least part of the transmissive region of the second sut^^nlle^ 
Applicant respectfiilly requests the § 103 rejection be with^wn and submits tluat Claims 3, 4 
and 7 are ready for allowance. 

Regarding The AHowable SubitHet Matter 

Applicant appreciates the Examiners indication that Claims 2 and 6 would be allowabte if 
rewritten in indepradent form including all the l imitations of the base claim and aiiy intervening . 
claims. 

Applicant has now made e^est attempt in order to place this case in condition for 
allowance. For the reasons stated above, Applicant respectfully requests full allowance of the 
claims as amended Please change any additional fees or deficiencies in fees or credit any 
ovejpayment to Deposit Account No, 20-0780/PELT-27J79 of HOWISON & ARNOTT, LX,P. 

Respectfully, submitted^ 
HOWISON; & ARNOTT, LX.P. 
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